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1810 and 18465 when Peel became convened to Free Trade. In
view of these facts, the importance of Cobden in raising wages
can hardly be denied.
At the same time, it is clear that Cobden was opposed to all
restrictions upon free competition between wage-earners. His
attitude towards child labour was less doctrinaire. He was in
favour of limiting the hours of labour for children, and the age
at which they could be employed, but he was opposed to the
Ten Hours Bill, which would have made sure that children did
not work more than ten hours in factories by forbidding the
factories to be at work more than this period in each day. Inter-
ference with the hours of adult labour seemed to him objection-
able in principle, although experience had shown that it was
very difficult to limit effectually the labour of children alone.
In a letter written in 1836, in connection with his candidature
at Stockport, he makes the highly unrealistic suggestion that
every working man should save £20 out of his wages, so as to
be free to emigrate to America. He appears to have been quite
unaware of the evils revealed by Royal Commissions. In his
first pamphlet) on England, Ireland, and America, he argues with
much force that we ought to set to work to cure the poverty
of Irish peasants before we interfere philanthropically in
Continental affairs, but it never occurs to foim that the same
argument applies to industrial conditions in England.
His attitude to trade unions is frankly expressed in a letter to
his brother in 1842. *Depend upon it,* he says, ^nothing can be
got by fraternising with Trade Unions. They are founded upon
principles of brutal tyranny and monopoly. I would rather live
under a Dey of Algiers than a Trades Committee.' This view was,
no doubt, that of the bulk of employers in his day; moreover,
it was in accordance with his general belief in free com-
petition. But it illustrates his incapacity to see labour questions
except from the standpoint of the employer.
He was, of course, opposed to all industrial action by the
State except when absolutely necessary. In the last year of his
life, in an elaborate speech, he argued that *the Government
should not be allowed to manufacture for itself any article
which could be obtained from private producers in a com-
petitive market.'
The victory of free trade in 1846 was not quite complete.
It was then decided that from 1849 onwards there should be a
duty of is. a quarter on grain; some other remnants of protec-

